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OKLAHOMA

A Aescriptive report Of K12p6blic-school districts Oklahoma

enrolling 900 students or lest compared to nationwide research findings for

rural school diStricts simiTiar size. Forty -five. districts were surveyed-

Oklahoma; 642 districts were surveyed in the national study.

The study wthered data related to be -rural district,, the School

upintendent-, the teachers, school programs, and student performande.

Data was collec -ted during the 1982-83 school.year.



A RESEARCH,REFORT OF SMALL/RURAL SCHOOL DISTRICTS IN Oi LAHOMA
COMPARED TO SCHOOL DISTRICTS OF SIMILAR SIZE NATIONWIDE

by
'Bruce O. aarker and Ivan D. Muse

INTRODUCTION

Until recently, comparatively few ucatiSrs hiva taken an interest in the

strengths :_end, challenges of America's small/rural schools,- despite the fact

that almost one-third of. America's youngste' itend schools 'classified

rural (REA'News., 1982). With the decline school consolidatio: And

current population shift to non-metropolitan areas ( Beal, 1975),,

k

clearly evident that rural schools will continue to play a significant role

-in the future educational development: of a la'rge segment of our society,

about 'rural school systems in our

society. This is particularly true of K-12 systems enrolling less than 1,000

Currently, very little data are available

students (Nachtigal, 1979).

The wirpose of this report- is to preserit major. findings of K-12 rural,

school -districts in Oklahotha with -those of a nationwide study completed by

Barker (1983), in, which descriptive data were collected on g-12 and /or 1-12

rural- school'systems enrolling 900 students or leas. The findings were gathered

V
during the 1982-83 academie year.

METHOD

Using the-EdueatiOn _Directory, Fall .1980: Local Education Agnoies as

a reference, a hand count was, made. of all 1(12 and -112 public school

districts in the United S es which enroll 900 students or less.- -.0f the

nation's 15,601 public- districts, 4,123 (26.4 rcent) were identified as

qualifying K-12 'or 1 -12 systeMs. 5Th Oklahotha, 234 qualifying districts were

identified. ,These 'districts represented 38.9 percent of the ate's 601



operating pdblic enrolled 139,622,- uden s

Questionnaire superfhtendents of 8f6 randomly selected

districts in the,- Completed questionnaires were ,returned rem

same questionnaire was mailed to 70 districts

ceded= (64.3 percent). The questionnaire posed

642 districts (7E

in Oklahoma, of

questions Lela'

teachers, school

U C

ural district, chool' -Superintendent, the,,

student'perf

FINDINGS

nee.

comparison of the major findings in Oklahoma with those of the national

study are reported in Table 1.

CONCLUSION

Oklahoma is one of the leading s. in the nation' in r ion to ti the

number of rural districts which.make up the state's public school syitem.

clearly evident that the operation and management -of -`the mall/rural district
.

poses challenges and
,

rewards, many ways, uniquely diffirent'from those of a

large urban district, and even many larger rural districts; It is hoped' that

the infofma
w

n presen ted hrein will assist Oklahoma educator's, and other's

interested in education,-to, more knowledgeably enhance the strengths and address

the needs of the small/ rural districts within the state

6,



TABLE 1

BISON OF RESEARCH-FINDINGS 0 -12 PUB= SCHOOL DISTRICTS IN 4 KLAHOMA
AND THOSE MATIONWIDE-,!ENROLLING 90e-STUDENTS OR LESS. 1983.

Variabl. Oklalibma Nation

The Rural District
s .,

AverageT'studerit enr011ment, par district
Average number of schools per distriet-
Average Student enrollment per ichool__,
Average geographical size of district'in
square riles
Percent of student bussed, to school,
Mean farthest one-way distance students
busked (miles)
Percent of districts'reportIng7teeeipt of
State aid or funding for small school
districts'

8. Average dollar amount of last bond issue`
9. Percent of districts passing last bond issue

10 Percent of districts reporting declining
anrollments

The Superintendent

-Average age of superinte-dent
Percent Of superintendent hOlding
Master's as highest degree'

3. . - Percent of superintendents holding Ed.
Specialist degree.
Percent of superintendents holding
doctorate degree
Alieragetenureas superintendent (years)

:PercentofaupetIntendents reporting annual
isalary in excess, of $35,000

Perent of full-time superintendents
Percent-of-superintendent/principal
combinations

,
9. pircent, af superinten aents whn_orkedf

for district prior to appointment as
superintendent

The Teachers

1. Average-. nutber elementary teachers in
district'

2. Average.number of secondary teachers in'
district

3._ Average eacher/student ratio
Percent teacher.turndver (1982-83)

5. Mean beginning_ teicher'salary'(1982-83),
6. Mean top teacherisalasy(1982-83)

.7. Mean current teacher salary (1982-83)

457
1.3

170.0

154
54.5

20.7

, 9.3'

364,837
93.3

9.1

46.9

64.4

15.6
4

20.0

6:4

47.7'

97:8

2.2

14.8

12.8
.$13;211
$21,321
$17,256

436
2.4 -

188.5-

,

245
64.4.

19.0

24,2.

$716,.000
87,5

36.2

47.1

55:4

31.5

13.1
8.5

37.4
75.8

20.9

29,4

1-4.4

15.7
1:14.5

$1.2,42
$20,566
$16,377



Table 1 (continued)

Variable Ok home Nation

Average number of "steps." to reach, top of
,salary schedule
Average number of'different subject prepar-
atidns for secondary teachers

Student Performance

'1. Mean; number of graduating seniors
2. P'efeent'of,eaduating seniorsredognized as

,NatibnaIg,rit.Exam
4

Finalists
3. percent bfrgraduating seniors achievidg

,

sdOfes of 25 or above on American College
Test (ACT 1E0m) ,

,Percentof graduating seniors achieving
scores of 1100 or above on- Scholastic
6ptitvde'Test,(SAT Exam)
Percent of graduating seniors going on to
college -

Percent of graduaing seniors going to
. techn'ical_school '-'

.

School-Pr r--s

1,- Percent of disttcts exploying either full or
part-time, the folloWing resource personnel:

,Special Ed.5-cation
School COUnselor
School Psychologist-.=
School Nurse
Librarian/Media Specialise
Adult Education Director
Community-,Edutation Director
yodational Education Director

2. 'Percent of districts offering the following
sports programs:

Football
.Basketball
Baseball.
Softball
Volleyball
Cross Country Tratk
Soccer
Wrestling
TreCk and Field
Golf
Tennis :

SwiMming
Gymnastics'

14.7

3.2

32.9

G.7

7.6

93.2
54.5

14.4
70.5
2.3

, 5

29.5

54.
100

86.4
43.2
36.4
13.7-

0t
15.9
59.1
13.6
13.6:
11.4
2.3

14.5

3.5

34.5

1 . 0

7.5

2.6

38.6

14.1

86.6-
79,4
33.8.

80.9'
22.0 -

7.8
22.0

69.2
100.:

55.4
. 37.1

65.7
23.3
7.0

25.2
78.7 .

22.4
16,3
3.2
5.9,



,Table 1 (contin ed>

Variable Oklahoma elation

Percent of districts oifering.the'following
courses as a, part of their curriculum:

Spaniqi
Garman
French
Calculus
Chemistry
Computer Science
Electronics
Vocational Agriculture
Physics

4

'50.0

38.1
4.8
9.5

19.0
73.B
42.9
9.5

83.3

41.8
9:7
18.9
35.9
79.4
60.3
13.0
63.1
67.7

L
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